REMARKS 

Claims 1-49 are pending in tlie application. The Office Action states that claims 
40 and 42-46 are withdrawn from further consideration pursuant to 37 C.F.R. 1.142(b), 
as being drawn to a nonelected species. However, these claims appear to be 
Inconsistent with the election requirement from the first Office Action, wherein Species I 
was for a connector with a ring, Species II was for a connector without a ring and 
threads on a second component, and Species III was for a connector without a ring and 
threads on a first component. Renumbered claim 40 is directed to a connector with a 
ring and thus should not be withdrawn. Accordingly, claims 42-46 have been withdrawn 
consistent with the election requirement. 

Drawings 

The drawings are objected to as failing to comply with 37 C.F.R. 1 .84(p)(4) because 
reference character "^Sa" as been used to designate both a protrusion without a peak (Fig. 
7) and a protrusion with a peak (Fig. 8a). A replacement drawing for Fig. 7 has been 
submitted herewith such that the reference character 28a is scaled proportionally to be 
consistent with the reference character 28a in Fig. 8a. Additionally, Fig. 6 has been 
corrected to properly Indicate the leader line for reference character 28a consistent with 
Figs. 7 and 8a. Accordingly, Applicants submit that the replacement drawing complies 
with 37 C.F.R. 1 .84(p)(4) and respectfully request that the present rejection be withdrawn. 

The drawings are also objected to under 37 C.F.R. 1 .83(a) because the thread 
engagement member engaging the first threaded portion and the second threaded portion 
must be shown or the feature cancelled from the claims. Applicants have submitted a new 
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drawing, namely, Figure 5a, wherein the thread engagement member is shown engaging 
the first threaded portion. Applicants also submit that no new matter is added with the new 
drawing since the specification supports the thread engagement member engaging the 
first threaded portion at least in paragraphs [0036] and [0038]. Accordingly, Applicants 
submit that the drawings comply with 37 C.F.R. 1.83(a) and respectfully request that the 
present rejection be withdrawn. 

Specification 

Applicants have amended paragraphs [0002] and [0048] to correct minor 
typographical errors. Applicants have also added a new paragraph consistent with the 
new drawing Fig. 5a submitted herewith. Accordingly, Applicants respectfully request that 
the present amendments to the specification be entered. 

C/aim Objections 

Claims 1, 2, 4, 13, 16 and 31 were objected to because of certain informalities. 
Applicants have amended each of these claims, with the exception of Claim 31, to 
correct the informalities and respectfully request that the present objections be 
withdrawn. With regard to Claim 31 , the Office Action states that "the limitation "and" in 
line 9 should be -or- as stated in claim 1 above." However, Claim 31 does not contain 
a limitation "and" and does not have a line 9. Since Applicants have amended all the 
claims in the present application to be consistent with the correction of Claim 1 , this 
objection should be moot. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 U.S.C. § 102 

Claims 1-39, 41 and 47-49 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Paullus et al. U.S. Pat. No. 3,901,574. This rejection is respectfully 
traversed. 

Paullus et al. discloses a housing 16 that defines two helical-extending ribs 30 
and 32 in conjunction with two lateral ramps 34. The two lateral ramps 34 serve two 
purposes, namely, to prevent mis-threading of the lugs 72 and 74 and to push the 
housing 50 away from the receptacle 12 at an accelerated rate, or to cause the housing 
50 to pop out of the receptacle at the point of the ramps 34. (Col. 3, Lines 46-57). 
Accordingly, the ramps 34 do not define a first threaded portion as required by the 
claimed invention since the ramps 34 are not threads. The definition of threaded 
portion necessarily requires a helical or spiral ridge on the housing, since the standard 
definition of a "thread" as used in context of the present application is "a helical or spiral 
ridge..." (See attached Webster Dictionary definition, marked Exhibit A). The ramps 34 
are clearly not helical or spiral ridges and thus cannot be threads. As an example, the 
helical-extending ribs 30 and 32 of Paullus et al. define these "threads," which are 
shown in the figures and in the very term used for elements 30 and 32, namely, hellcal- 
extending ribs. Clearly the ramps 34 are not and do not function as threads, othenwise 
the ramps 34 would be referred to as "helical-extending" ramps to be consistent with the 
helical-extending ribs 30 and 32 and would also be shown extending around the 
housing 16 similar to the helical-extending ribs 30 and 32. 

The first threaded portion according to the claimed invention is just that, a 
threaded portion. The threaded portion allows a certain axial travel per rotation of the 
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locking ring such that the connector is more easily engaged and disengaged. In sharp 
contrast, the ramps 34 are not threads, and do not provided for this axial travel per 
rotation of a locking ring. The ramps 34 simply accelerate the housing 50 upon removal 
and do not function as does the first threaded portion according to the claimed 
invention. Although the two lateral ramps 34 have a steeper pitch than the ribs 30 and 
32 relative to the longitudinal axis of the housing 16 (Col. 2, Lines 30-32), the lateral 
ramps 34 are not "threads" and thus do not extend around a portion of the housing 16. 
Furthermore, Applicants have amended certain claims to further clarify the first threaded 
portion as extending around a portion of the housing or connector, thereby showing 
further consistency with the use of a "threaded" portion as discussed above. 

Since Paullus et al. does not teach or disclose a first threaded portion. Claims 1- 
39, 41 , and 47-49 cannot be anticipated. Accordingly, Applicants respectfully request 
that the present rejections be withdrawn. 

Interview 

The present Office Action also includes an Interview Summary form (Paper No. 6) 
completed by the Examiner. Regarding the substance of the interview, the Applicants 
indicated that Species II and III were not obvious variants of Fig. 5, Species I, which is 
stated correctly on the Interview Summary form, a copy of which is enclosed herein for 
reference. The Interview Summary fonn is consistent with the records of the Applicants, 
and Applicants thank the Examiner for completing and making the form of record in the 
present application. 
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Conclusion 



It is believed that all of the stated grounds of rejection have been properly 
traversed, accommodated, or rendered moot. Applicant therefore respectfully requests 
that the Examiner reconsider and withdraw all presently outstanding rejections. It is 
believed that a full and complete response has been made to the outstanding Office 
Action, and as such, the present application is in condition for allowance. Thus, prompt 
and favorable consideration of this amendment Is respectfully requested. If the 
Examiner believes that personal communication will expedite prosecution of this 
application, the Examiner is invited to telephone the undersigned at (314) 726-7524. 



Harness, Dickey & Pierce, P.LC. 
7700 Bonhomme Avenue 

Suite 400 

St. Louis, MO 63105 
(314) 726-7500 

KKB/lds 



Respectfully submitted. 



Dated: 
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